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Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s  Peace  Visit 

Despite  Arab  protests  and  pickets,  Prime  Minister  Ben-Gurion 
received  a  sympathetic  welcome  in  Ion?  talks  with  President  Eisen¬ 
hower  and  leaders  in  the  Department  of  State  and  Congress.  He 
went  on  to  New  York  to  meet  UN  Secretary  General  Hammarskjold 
and  Chancellor  Adenauer.  He  will  later  talk  with  Prime  Minister 
Macmillan  and  General  de  Gaulle. 

The  subject  remains  an  official  secret.  But  it  is  no  secret  that 
the  Israeli  premier's  major  objective  is  peace  and  that  he  has  been 
voicing  his  fears  and  hopes  in  anticipation  of  the  forthcoming  sum- 
nut  conference,  where  the  Middle  Blast  may  be  on  the  agenda. 

• 

Between  1957  and  1969,  after  the  Sinai  campaign,  Israel  and 
the  Arab  states  enjoyed  relative  tranquility  and  the  Western  powers 
discouraged  any  initiative,  hopeful  that  peace  would  gradually  evolve 
by  itself.  But  confidence  has  been  shattered  by  blockades,  threats 
and  shooting. 

Soviet  arms  shipments  are  a  major  factor,  for  they  embolden 
and  equip  hostility. 

l^t  week,  the  Eisenhower  Administration  told  Congress  that 
Soviet  aid  to  non-Communist  countries  totaled  $3,234  million  be¬ 
tween  1965  and  1969.  About  40  percent,  or  $1,276  million,  went  to 
the  UAR,  Iraq  and  Yemen.  (To  this,  the  Soviet  Union  added  another 
$287  million  for  the  Aswan  Dam  in  early  1960.)  Arms  shipments 
totaled  $780  million,  and  about  76  percent,  or  $680  million,  went  to 
the  same  three  Arab  countries.  Those  are  the  published  figures.  In 
addition,  the  UAR  is  said  to  be  receiving  new  equipment  without 
paymffiL.,-.,..^  - 

Last  wee^,  British  experts  predicted  that  the  Egyptians,  who 
now  have  IL-28  bombers,  linG-17  fighters  and  T-34  tanks,  will  soon 
be  getting  more  efficient  and  modem  TU-16s,  MIG-19s  and  T-64s. 
The  Israelis  have  carried  a  heavy  financial  burden  to  secure  planes 
and  tanks  from  the  West  in  order  to  match  Russian  equipment  in 
quality,  if  not  in  quan  ity.  But  long  ago,  the  Arabs  acquired  a 
quantitative  superiority,  and,  as  they  become  more  skilled  in  the 
use  of  their  weapons,  the  Israelis  will  face  increasing  danger. 

A  new  peace  initiative  may  Jia  urgently  necqssary.  f 


Ironically ,^t  was  during  the  radiance  of  the  Geneva  summit 
conference,  in  1966,  that  the  Soviet  bloc  engineered  the  Egsrptian  arms 
deal.  Does  the  forthcoming  summit  conference  offer  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  arrest  the  deterioration  which  began  with  the  Soviet  1956 
coup?  Moscow  has  been  talking  disarmament.  Is  it  ready  to  stop 
sending  weapons  to  Cairo  and  Baghdad?  And  will  it  not  counter 
such  a  proposal  with  a  demand  that  the  West  stop  arming  Greece, 
Turkey  and  Iran? 

If  the  Great  Powers  can  achieve  an  honest  relaxation  of  East- 
West  tensions  at  Paris,  their  influence  could  conceivably  summon 
the  Arabs  and  Israelis  to  emulate  their  example  by  holding  face- 
to-face  negotiations.  But  if  that  ideal  objective  cannot  be  obtained, 
the  Great  Powers  cannot  ignore  Nasser’s  threats  and  war  posture 
which  violate  the  UN  Charter. 

The  United  States,  England  and  France  are  committed  by 
their  1960  Tripartite  Declaration  to  resist  any  attempt  to  change 
existing  Middle  East* frontiers.  Nasser  has  been  contemptuously 
dismissing  that  declaration  as  a  ’’premeditated  aggression”  by  the 
West  against  the  UAR.  The  Egyptian  dictator  cannot  be  allowed 
to  seal  off  the  Near  East  as  a  free  zone  for  aggression  where  UN 
principles  do  not  prevail,  nor  can  the  region  become  a  shooting  gal¬ 
lery  for  Soviet  weapons. 
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Lovk  Contract.  An  American  firm, 
Studebaker  Packard  Co.,  will  manufac¬ 
ture  and  assemble  Laurlu,  Hawks  and 
other  vehicles  in  Israel — 3,000  to  5,000 
annually-  It  will  use  the  Haifa  Kadser- 
Frazer  plant,  formerly  (^vended  by  the 
Regie  Renauik  Co.,  wUch  withdrew 
frc«  Ivael  last  October  after  it  was 
threatened  by  the  Arab  League  boycott 

The  pJamt  will  produce  the  compact 
car  manufactured  here.  It  will  start 
operations  with  American-made  par^ 
graduodly  adding  parts  manufitctuied  in 
Israel  The  contract  is  for  five  years. 

Meanwhile,  600  “Sabras,”  Israel-built 
station  wagons,  were  shipped  for  sale 
here,  for  the  first  time. 

Nof  Rnsponsibln.  Martin  J.  Hudtiefl, 
a  Department  at  Agriculture  spokes¬ 
man,  contends  that  die  government  is 
not  responsible  if  ships  carrying  surplus 
foods  to  Arab  countries  are  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  trade  with  Israel. 

Commenting  on  a  charge  that  the 
Department  and  the  CCC  had  sanc¬ 
tioned  such  contracts,  Mr.  Hudtleff, 
said  on  Mar.  2,  that  Congress  had  de¬ 
creed  that  private  trade  channels  should 
be  used  to  the  “maximum  extent”  in  the 
diqiosal  of  surplus  foods  under  P.L. 
480.  This  means  that  Arab  countries 
make  their  own  shipping  arrangements. 
“The  terms  and  conditions  are  oi  no 
concern  to  us,”  he  said. 

A  typical  charter  contract  far  these 
shipments  states: 

“Vessel  is  prcdubited  from  calling  at 
Israel  waters  or  ports.  Transshipment 
is  prohibited.  Vessel  has  not  traded  to 
IsimI  ports.” 

A  spcAesman  for  a  shipping  firm  has 
commented:  “In  effect,  one  can  say 
that  the  Arabs  are  locAing  at  a  U.S.  gin 
horse  in  the  mouth  by  telling  us  how 
it  should  be  wrapped  and  delivered.” 

No  Rosnhs.  The  Arab  League  Con¬ 
ference,  whidi  convened  early  last 
month  to  discuss  joint  action  on  Pides- 
tine,  finally  brdte  up  in  disagreement 

(Continued  on  page  80) 


On  Mar.  7,  the  ten  Arab  ambassa¬ 
dors  closed  ranks  to  tell  Secretary  of 
State  Herter  that  they  didn’t  like  Prime 
Minister  Ben-Gurion’s  visit  to  Wash- 
ingUm.  (Arab  students  and  members 
of  George  L.  Rockwell’s  American- 
Nazi  party  later  picketed  when  he  ar¬ 
rived  in  Washington,  Mar.  11.) 

The  Arab  diplomats  expressed  fear 
that  the  Ben-Gurion  visit  might  create 
consequences  “detrimental  to  Arab- 
American  relations.” 

The  ambassadors  gained  little  sym¬ 
pathy  for  their  cause.  One  diplomatic 
correspondent  commented  that  the 
Arabs  had  been  carried  away,  deluding 
themselves  that  they  could  actually  per¬ 
suade  the  White  House  to  join  the  anti- 
Israel  boycott.  Nor  was  it  prudent  to 
suggest  that  Arab-American  friendship 
is  so  brittle  that  Premier  Ben-Gurion 
could  crack  it  by  the  sound  his 
voice. 

In  recent  years,  Washington  has  been 
host  to  Arab  leaders  and  no  protests 
came  from  the  Israel  embassy.  King 
Saud  came  on  an  official  visit  in  1957 
and  was  greeted  at  the  airport  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower.  And  King  Hussein 
of  Jordan  was  an  unofficial  visitor  in 
1959.  King  Saud  didn’t  receive  a  royal 
welcome  in  New  York  because  some 
recalled  that  he  once  said  that  the 
Arabs  should  be  willing  to  sacrifice  ten 
million  Arab  lives  to  liquidate  Israel. 

King  Hussein’s  visit  came  oS  with¬ 
out  incident,  and  he  won  praise  for  the 
way  he  conducted  himself  everywhere. 
But  King  Saud’s  visit  had  an  unpleasant 
aftermath.  Eight  months  after  he  was 
welcomed  here  as  an  ally,  he  broke  with 
American  policy,  repudiated  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Doctrine,  sided  with  Syria 
against  the  United  States  and  became  a 
spokesman  for  President  Nasser’s  “pos¬ 
itive  neutralism.” 


Th*  UAR  Ixploins.  The  day  after  the 
Arab  diplomats  called  on  Mr.  Herter, 
the  Egyptian  embassy  felt  constrained 
to  explain  at  length.  It  put  out  a  ^te- 
ment  charging  that  Mr.  Ben-Gurion’s 
visit  is  really  part  of  “a  grand  design 
drawn  by  World  Zionism  to  effect  a 
deterioration  in  the  relations  between 
the  Arab  people  and  the  American 
people,  to  aggravate  tension  in  the 
Middle  East,  to  bring  the  stability  and 
peace  of  the  area  to  the  edge  of  danger 
and  to  prepare  in  Western  minds  a 
q>urious  justification  for  further  nquui- 
sion  by  IsraeL” 


•^'1 
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March  of  the  Ambassadors 


Here  are  the  six  objectives  of  the 
Ben-Gurion  visit,  according  to  the  UAR 
embassy: 

“1.  To  alienate  and  estrange 
the  American  pec^le  from  the 
Arab  people  and  to  make  use  of 
this  alienation  and  estrangement 
to  provoke  American  support  for 
furUiering  the  illegitimate  mterests 
of  Ivael  at  the  expense  of  the 
Arabs. 

“2.  To  collect  American  dol¬ 
lars  in  amounts  sufficient  to  fi¬ 
nance  the  purchase  of  arms  which 
will  be  used  to  destroy  more  Arab 
lives,  to  push  outward  the  present 
illeg^  boundaries  of  Israel  and  to 
swell  the  population  of  the  refugee 
camps. 

“3.  To  inspire  fanaticism  in  the 
American  Jewish  minority  for  the 

E>se  pf  persuading  them  to  mo- 
Jdrther  their  resources  and 
theji>*>nerpies  apd  ch^Tinet  them  tn 
mjck.4kg8ffiSrtneArabs.  \ 

To  make  use  of  the  forth-\ 
X  coming  American  presidential 
election  campaign  to  inject  the 
Palestine  prt^lem  and  relations 
between  the  United  States  and  the 
Arab  countries  into  American 
partisan  platforms,  with  the  aim  of 
confusing  the  issue  in  the  heated  . 
atmosphere  of  a  political  conlcstr'^ 
“5.  To  create  and  reitei«cgMr- 
'^4^  pr(^agandajtesed(^>es  that 
wOukLhmce-the'ean  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people,  but  that  would  deeply 
injure  the  feelings  of  the  Arabs. 

“6.  To  create  artificial  alarm  in 
American  public  (pinion  at  the 
possibility  of  war  in  the  Middle 
East  through  a  campaign  of  con¬ 
tinued  misr^resentation  of  the 
Arabs’  position  towards  Palestine 
and  to  continue  and  intensify  the 
cry  of  ‘wolf  in  order  to  convince 
the  United  States  that  Israel  is  in 
constant  danger  of  extinction.” 

Most  of  this  answers  itself  and  some 
of  it  is  obligingly  answered  by  no  less 
an  authority  than  President  Nasser  him¬ 
self. 

The  bland  suggestion  that  the  Arab 
threat  is  all  an  “artificial  alarm”  and  a 
“misrepresentation”  was  onitradicted 
by  President  Nasser’s  own  speech  de¬ 
livered  just  four  days  earlier,  at  the 
National  Union  Conference  in  Damas- 
ci».  He  said: 

**rhe  inception  the  UAR  was  a 
taming  point  in  the  history  of  the 
entire  world,  for  the  UAR  has 
posed  a  great  threat  to  the  ambi¬ 
tions  and  existence  of  IsraeL” 


became  abusive.  He  called  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion  “the  greatest  war  criminal  of 
this  century”  and,  he  continued: 

“If  Israel  and  Zionism  have  col¬ 
onized  and  dominated  America 
and  its  destiny,  we  have  pledged 
ourselves  before  God  to  sacrifice 
everything  and  not  be  dominated 
by  America  or  Israel.” 

On  Mar.  7,  the  official  newspaper 
Al-Ahram  wrote: 

“Moreover,  the  United  States’ 
new  involvement  and  its  falling 
into  the  Israeli  trap  will  be  tanta¬ 
mount  to  a  new  assassination  of 
the  rights  of  Palestinian  people  and 
a  i^isonous  dagger  drawn  by  the 
United  States  against  the  chest  of 
the  United  Nations.” 

There  is  an  old  Arab  proverb  to  the 
effect  that  Arabs  regard  the  friend  of 
their  enemy  as  their  enemy.  Any  friend 
of  Israel  is  damned  as  an  enemy  of  the 
Arabs.  This  explains  the  extremisa 
and  extravagance  of  their  statement!. 
Since  they  lay  siege  to  American-Israd 

fndship,  they  are  convinced  that 
erican  friends  oi  Israel  are  all  ini 
against  them. 

Aid^To  Ail.  The  truth  is  that  moit 
Jewish  organizatitms — ^Zionist  and  non- 
Zionist — have  always  favored  America 
economic  aid  to  the  Arab  people.  Thei 
believe  that  the  real  problem  in  the 
Middle  East  is  poverty  and  that  peace 
depends  on  the  raising  of  living  stand¬ 
ards  in  the  region. 

The  American  Israel  Public  Affain 
Committee  has  always  urged  Congrea 
to  approve  the  Mutual  Security  Pro¬ 
gram  and  has  favored  economic  auitt- 
ance  to  all  the  peoples  of  the  Middk 
East.  Just  yesterday,  testifying  before 
the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs,  Rabbi  Philip  S.  Bdmstein  of  Ro¬ 
chester,  N.  Y.,  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee — as  if  in  answer  to  the  Arab 
ambassadors— -declared : 

“We  do  not  accept  the  Arab 
thesis  that  we  mast  choose  between 
the  Israelis  and  the  Arabs  and  that 
frittidship  tot  one  preclndes  friend¬ 
ship  for  the  other.  We  want  oar 
coantry  to  be  the  friend  of  Israd 
and  the  friend  of  the  Arab  peoples 
and  we  want  them  to  befriend  each 
other.  We  are  convineed  that  Is¬ 
rael  and  the  Arab  states  have  mock 
to  gain  by  cooperation  and  peace 
and  we  work  to  bring  that  about.” 
Rabbi  Bernstein  pointed  to  Israel  h 
a  “showcase,”  demonstrating  the  prog 


Later  that  evening,  Nasser’s  oraUny  ress  that  can  be  made  by  the  effectrn 
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use  of  American  assistance  and  dem¬ 
onstrating  that  “a  democracy  which 
preserves  free  institutions  and  self- 
government  does  more  than  any  other 
form  of  government  for  the  weU-being 
and  happiness  of  its  peqple.” 

Rabbi  Bernstein  urged  Congress  to 
insure  that  American  aid  be  used  to 
promote  peace  and  not  to  subsidize 
boycotts  and  aggression — a  reference  to 
the  Suez  blockade. 


Til*  Russian  Stand.  Most  observers  do 
not  think  that  the  Russians  want  war 
in  the  Middle  'East  They  have  been 
penetrating  the  region  within  recent 
years  with  economic  aid.  There  may, 
therefore,  be  some  hope  that  the  Soviet 
Union  might  take  a  constructive  atti¬ 
tude  towards  disarmament  and  peace 
in  the  Middle  East  at  the  summit  talks. 

In  this  connection,  it  is  significant 
that  Izvestia  declared,  on  Mar.  6: 

“The  lessening  of  tension  on  the 
Israel-UAR  border  is  of  interest 
to  all  peoples  who  support  further 
improvement  in  the  international 
situation.” 

3ut,  this  observation  is  offset  by  the 
fact  that  the  Soviet  broadcasters  echo 
Arab  propaganda  attacks.  Thus,  the 
Izvestia  article  accuses  the  Israelis  of  a 
“bellicose  and  uncompromising”  posi¬ 
tion  and  charges  that  Israel’s  “military 
clique”  is  guilty  of  “inordinate  zeal.” 

Two  days  later,  Moscow’s  Arabic 
broadcast  to  the  Near  East  had  this  to 
say  about  Mr.  Ben-Gurion: 

“Having  apparently  lost  hope 
for  the  develc^ment  ol  future 
events  in  his  favor,  Ben-Gurion  is 
hastening  to  sme  every  remain¬ 
ing  opportunity  during  the  two 
months  before  the  summit  meet¬ 
ing  to  insure  the  West’s  political 
and  military  support  for  Israel  in 
its  stand  against  the  Arabs. 

“No  doubt  Ben-Gurion  wishes 
to  spread  hatred  against  the  Arabs 
in  the  West  in  order  to  increase  the 
donations  from  states  and  indi¬ 
viduals.” 


However,  Moscow  was  perplexed. 
The  conunentator  did  not  thiidt  that  the 
American  welcome  to  Mr.  Ben-Gurion 
was  logical: 

“If  one  considers  the  attempt  of 
U.S.  prc^aganda  in  the  last  year 
to  convince  the  Arabs  that  the 
United  States  harbors  friendship 
and  heartfelt  feelings  towards 
them.  However,  apparently  there 
are  needs  which  are  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  pr(^aganda,  such  as  the 
desire  to  bolder  up  the  leaders 
Israel.” 

It  is  refreshing  to  reflect  that  the  So¬ 
viet  Union  recognizes  that  the  United 
States  holds  some  things  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  prt^aganda.  Perhaps  if  the 
USSR  puts  principle  above  propaganda, 
there  mi^t  be  hope  for  peace. 


To  Open  the  Canal 

A  strong  recommendation  that  the 
“United  States  vigorously  support  and 
encourage  efforts  to  obtain  free  transit 
through  the  Suez  Canal  of  persons  and 
goods  coming  to  and  from  Israel”  was 
made  yesterday  to  the  House  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  by  a  special  study 
mission  which  visited  17  nations  last 
fall. 

Headed  by  Rep.  J.  L.  Pilcher  (D- 
Ga.),  the  mission  included  Representa¬ 
tives  Harris  B.  McDowell,  Jr.  (D-Del.), 
Dante  B.  Fascell  (D-Fla.),  Marguerite 
Stitt  Church  (R-Ul.)  and  Laurence 
Curtis  (R-Mass.). 

The  Congressmen  found  that  “Is¬ 
rael’s  economic  efforts  and  improve¬ 
ment  are  nothing  short  of  amazing” 
although  Israel  is  “still  primarily  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  attitude  and  acts  of 
the  Arab  world  around  her.” 

The  mission  said  that  “in  Israel’s 
governmental  circles  there  is  no  mis¬ 
understanding  or  confusion  regarding 
Russia’s  aims  in  the  Middle  East  How¬ 
ever,  there  seems  to  be  primary  pre¬ 
occupation  for  acquiring  a  self-deter¬ 
mined  defense  posture  of  greater 
strength.” 

Commenting  on  Israel’s  relations 
with  other  nations,  the  report  said: 

‘The  dramatic  acceptance  by  the 
people  of  Israel  of  their  reaponai- 
bilitiea  in  the  Brotherhood  of  Na¬ 
tions  is  farther  demonstrated  by 
Israd’s  assistance  to  other  newly 
independent  nations  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  their  economies.” 

It  described  the  Arab-Israel  dispute 
as  “an  ever-rcady  volcano”  which 
“commands  the  Free  World’s  attention 
as  a  primary  area  for  aflBrmative  ac¬ 
tion.” 

For  Froodom  of  tho  Soas 

In  another  move  directed  against  the 
illegal  Suez  blockade.  Rep.  Leonard 
Farbstein  (D-N.Y.),  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Cdmmittee,  introduced 
an  amendment  to  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  which  reafifirms  America’s  opposi- 


IN  WASHINGTON . . . 


INtion  to  boycotts,  blockades  and  restric- 
Itions  of  the  use  of  international  water- 
/  ways.  Representatives  James  Roose- 
Uvelt  (D-Calif.)  and  Barratt  O’Hara  (D- 
Sl.)  joined  in  sponsoring  the  resolu- 
^on. 

I  The  text  of  the  amendment  reads: 

I  “It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that 
j  inasmuch  as — (1)  the  United  States 
favors  freedom  of  navigation  in  inter- 
'national  waterways  and  economic  co¬ 
operation  between  nations;  and  (2)  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  are  negated  and 
the  peace  of  the  world  is  endangered 
when  tuitions  which  receive  assistance 
under  this  Act  wage  economic  warfare 
against  other  nations  assisted  under  this 
Act,  including  such  procedures  as  boy¬ 
cotts,  blockades,  the  restriction  of  the 
use  of  international  waterways,  and 
acts  of  discrimiruOion  atui  reprisal  for 
the  purpose  of  curtailing  tra^;  ask¬ 
ance  uruter  this  Act  shM  be  ^minis¬ 
tered  to  give  effect  to  these  principles, 
and,  in  all  negotiations  between  the 
United  States  and  any  foreign  state 
arising  as  a  result  of  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  under  this  Act,  these  principles 
shall  be  applied  as  the  President 
may  determine,  and  he  shall  report  on 
measures  taken  by  the  Administration 
to  insure  their  application." 

Rep.  Roosevelt,  freaking  in  the 
House,  Mar.  2,  cited  America’s  historic 
support  for  the  freedom  oi  the  seas 
and  criticized  the  Adminhtration’s  fail¬ 
ure  to  use  firm  measures  in  dealing  with 
Nasser’s  Suez  blockade. 

“We  cannot  ccmdone  boycott  and 
blockade  by  one  nation  against  an¬ 
other,”  he  said. 

“The  time  has  come  to  call  the 
in  the  Near  East  Who  is  for  war  and 
who  is  for  peace?  We  cannot  be  neu¬ 
tral  .  .  .  Let  our  purpose  be  to  oppose 
aggression,  no  matter  what  form  it  may 
/I  take.” 

Ij  Meanwhile,  Israel  will  continue  her 
ji  attempts  to  send  cargoes  through  the 
I  Suez  Canal  without  publicity.  A  For-j 
/  eign  Ministry  sptAesfnan  in  Jerusaleni| 
I  stated  that  Israel  is  interested  in  getting 
H  cargoes  through,  not  in  test  cases.  I 


This  may  not  be  just  an  idle  dream, 
for  on  Dec.  11,  1957,  Soviet  Premier 
Nikolai  Bulganin  sent  the  following 
note  to  the  NATO  countries  on  the  eve 
of  their  Paris  conference.  It  read: 

‘To  help  BOTiaaliM  the  sitaatioB 
la  the  Middle  East,  let  os  'pledge 


oorselves  not  to  take  any  steps  ia-  ^ 
fringing  the  indepradeace  of  the 
coontries  of  the  area  and  renoaaee 
the  use  of  fores  in  ths  eolation  of 
questions  bearing  <m  the  Middle 
East.” 

It  will  be  imp<^tant  to  learn  ndidher 
this  is  still  the  Soviet  position. 
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and  irrestdution  after  more  than  three 
week!  of  debate. 

The  Lebanese  minister  had  come 
armed  with  a  quixotic  plan  to  shut  off 
part  of  brad’s  water  supply,  but  that 
was  shelved. 

The  major  item  was  Cairo’s  proposal 
to  create  a  Palestine  entity  and  a  Pal¬ 
estine  army  which  would  ultimatdy  rule 
all  of  Palestine.  This  is  resist^  by 
Jordan,  because  President  Nasser  and 
King  Hussein  disagree  on  the  status  of 
the  territory  Eg]^t  and  Jordan  seized 
in  Palestine  during  their  war  against 
brael  in  1948. 

Egypt  never  annexed  Gaza.  It 
occupies  it  and  does  not  regard  it  as 
part  of  the  UAR.  The  Arab  refugees 
who  are  penned  there  have  no  citizen¬ 
ship  ri^b  and  may  not  leave  the  area. 

Jordan  has  annexed  the  area  Pal¬ 
estine  west  of  the  Jordan  River  and  has 
offered  citizenship  to  all  Arab  refugees. 
~  tlnn,  the  proposal  for  a  separate 
Palestine  status  and  army  would  mean 
that  Jordan  would  have  to  cede  territory 
and  one-third  of  her  citizens. 

The  Jordanian  foreign  minister, 
Moussa  Nasser,  declared:  “We  do  not 
recognize  the  existence  of  a  Palestine 
status  because  there  exisb  but  one  p^ 

Ele,  which  owes  its  allegiance  to  ^ng 
lussein.** 

Action  was  posqxmed  until  next  Sep¬ 
tember,  but  an  uagry  Nasser  denounc^ 
Jordan.  On  Mar.  7,  the  UAR  leader 
accused  Jordan  of  yielding  to  foreign 
influence,  collaborating  with  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  against  the 
Arabs. 

“Has  any  citizen  of  the  nation  for¬ 
gotten  how  the  rulers  of  Amman  have 
devoted  themselves  to  British  imperial¬ 
ism  and  the  United  States  to  work 
gainst  the  Arab  nation  and  Arab  na¬ 
tionalism?” 

On  Mar.  9,  Premier  Hazza  Majali  of 
Jordan  said  t^t  relations  with  the  UAR 
had  become  “extra-critical”  because  the 
UAR  wanb  Jordan’s  “subordination” 
rather  than  “cooperation.” 


In  spite  (rf  Nasser’s  abuse.  King  Hus4' 
sein  declared  on  Mar.  13,  that  Jordan  ^ 
would  support  the  UAR  if  it  is  “preH^ 
pared  to  open  a  final  battle  against  th^ 
common  enemy,  brael.”  i' 

NaisT»Cottro  Axis.  A  UAR  missioi^  ^ 
headed  by  Hussein  Sabry,  deputy  for> . 
ei^  minister,  will  spend  three  months  [ 
visiting  15  Latin  American  countries 
seeking  closer  political  and  economis  e 
ties.  An  Arab-Latin  American  coali* 
tion  at  the  UN  has  long  been  a  UARi 
objective.  I 

The  UAR  also  plans  to  send  a  dele4 
gation  to  the  o^erence  for  under4 
developed  nations  which  Premier  Fidelj 
Castro  of  Cuba  is  ^nsorin^  next 
tember.  Most  Latm  Amencan  stateaj 
have  rejected  Cuba’s  bid.  brael,  orig4 
inally  on  the  fist,  will  not  be  invited. 

Nasser  has  a  large  diplomatic  mis4 
sion  in  Cuba.  The  Arabs  employ  a 
number  of  Panamanians,  but  they  cUm 
avow  any  responsibility  for  recent  anti*l 
American  and  anti-Semtic  propaganda 
and  incidenb  in  the  critical  Canal  Zonu ' 
Meanwhile,  Pananu’s  foreign  minisH' 
ter,  Mi^el  Moreno  paid  Egypt  an  ofl9-4 
cial  visit  last  week.  He  said  Panam«: 
is  oi^iosed  to  any  plans  for  “intern^: 
tionalization  or  Americanization  of  the) 
Panama  Canal”  t 

Tbs  WHh  Bonn.  A  West  German  govg 
emment  official  stated  Mar.  10  thi^j 
Bonn  will  not  establish  diplomatic  re4 
btions  with  brael  at  this  time.  A.  HiU 

J;er  van  Sdierpenberg,  state  secretarff 
or  foreign  affairs,  revealed  that  Ge^ 
many  b  in  a  delicate  position.  Ihif 
couc^  has  had  friendly  rebtions  witl^ 
all  the  peotfies  of  the  Near  East  and  it 
owes  Israel  a  “very  strong  debt  of  hon^ 
or”  which  it  is  “ready  and  willing  to! 
pay.”  brael  has  a  mission  in  Colognst 
which  handles  brael-Bonn  affairs,  bulj 
does  not  have  diplonutic  status. 

The  Bonn  government  is  assistinfl' 
economic  development  in  both  Jordw^ 
and  the  UAR.  ]: 

West  Germany  b  inhibited  by  tbsj  i 
fear  that  if  it  should  recognize  Israel 
the  Arab  states  might  retaliate  and  reoH  j 
ognize  East  Germany.  Bonn  migw 
then  have  to  sever  diplomatic  relatioan 
with  the  Arabs  under  ib  Hallstein  doo*y 
trine.  f. 


Eugene  R.  Black,  president  of  the 
World  Bank,  in  a  lecture  at  Oxford 
University  on  Mar.  3,  offered  a  new 
definition  of  economic  aid  for  under¬ 
developed  countries — the  use  of  funds 
for  econcxnic  development  must  be  re¬ 
garded  by  the  free  nations  as  a  vocation 
complete  with  a  code  of  standards  and 
technical  knowhow. 

“In  the  World  Bank  we  look  oa 
oarselves  as  teehnieiaaa  or  orti* 
Sana.  We  concentrate  oa  ecoaondc 
derelopBicnt  aa  if  Ha  oaly  end  were 
higher  eoasamptioa  and  greater 
comfort.  We  try  to  remove  the 
taint  of  idetdogy  from  the  lan- 
gnage  of  ecoaomica  and  then  re¬ 
late  that  bngnage  solely  to  the 
end  of  promoting  higher  material 
living  standards.” 

Mr.  Black  added: 

“I  have  said  that  scientific  and 
technical  knowledge  b  power;  that 
all  exercise  of  power  in  interna¬ 
tional  affairs — a^  economic  aid  b 
one  snch  exercise — inevitably  in¬ 
volves  great  moral  and  political 
hazards.  Bnt  not  to  cxmcIm  these 
powers  clearly  involves  even  great¬ 
er  hazards;  H  omonnts  to  saying 
thb  knowledge  has  no  endnriag 
worth ...  or  to  saying  that  the  free 
nations  of  the  world  have  lost  the 
conrage  to  ose  the  great  power  of 
their  knowledge  to  help  others  to 
live  in  freedom.” 


The  Azazme  tribe  did  not  leave  Is¬ 
rael  in  the  1948  war.  Ib  Bedouin  chief. 
Sheik  Audeh  Abu  Maumar,  interviewed 
by  Laurence  Fellows  in  the  New  York 
Times,  Mar.  13,  declared: 

“We  have  learned  more  in  ten 
years  than  we  had  in  three  hun¬ 
dred.” 


Tribe  members  are  ready  to  abandon 
tenb  for  houses  if  brael  can  provide 
adequate  water.  He  said: 

“Israel  most  go  ahead  with  Hs 
plans  to  irrigate  the  Negev.  The 
Arab  leaders  will  cry  oat.  They 
may  even  be  inconvenieaced  if  wa¬ 
ter  b  token  from  the  Jordon  River. 
Bat  they  will  not  net,  for  thb  b  the 
hw  of  the  desert:  The  watm'  be¬ 
longs  to  everyone.” 
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